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/ No Child Left Behind in New Jersey 

/ CONSOLIDATED STATE APPLICATION ACCOUNTABILITY WORKBOOK 

PART I: Summary of Required Elements for State Accountability 
Systems 

Instructions 

The following chart is an overview of States' implementation of the critical 
elements required for approval of their State accountability systems. States must 
provide detailed implementation information for each of these elements in Part II 
of this Consolidated State Application Accountability Workbook. 

For each of the elements listed in the following chart, States should indicate the 
current implementation status in their State using the following legend: 

F: State has a final policy, approved by all the required entities in the State 

(e.g., State Board of Education, State Legislature), for implementing this 
element in its accountability system. 

P: State has a proposed policy for implementing this element in its 

accountability system, but must still receive approval by required entities 
in the State (e.g., State Board of Education, State Legislature). 

W: State is still working on formulating a policy to implement this element in 

its accountability system. 
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Summary of Implementation Status for Required Elements of 
State Accountability Systems 



Status 



Pr nciple 1 : All Schools 



State Accountability System Element 



Pr nciple 2: All Students 



1 .1 Accountability system includes all schools and districts in the state. 

1 .2 Accountability system holds all schools to the same criteria. 

1 .3 Accountability system incorporates the academic achievement standards. 

1 .4 Accountability system provides information in a timely manner. 

1 .5 Accountability system includes report cards. 

1 .6 Accountability system includes rewards and sanctions. 



2.1 The accountability system includes all students. 

2.2 The accountability system has a consistent definition of full academic year. 

2.3 The accountability system properly includes mobile students. 



Pr nciple 3: Method of AYP Determinations 



3.1 Accountability system expects all student subgroups, public schools, and LEAs to reach 
proficiency by 2013-14. 

3.2 Accountability system has a method for determining whether student subgroups, public 
schools, and LEAs made adequate yearly progress. 



F 3.2a Accountability system establishes a starting point. 

F 3.2b Accountability system establishes statewide annual measurable objectives. 

F 3.2c Accountability system establishes intermediate goals. 

r nciple 4: Annual Decisions 



4.1 The accountability system determines annually the progress of schools and districts. 



STATUS Legend: 

F - Final state policy 

P - Proposed policy, awaiting State approval 
W - Working to formulate policy 
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Pr nciple 5: Subgroup Accountability 



Pr nciple 6: Based on Academic Assessments 



Pr 



5.1 The accountability system includes all the required student subgroups. 

5.2 The accountability system holds schools and LEAs accountable for the progress of student 

subgroups. 

5.3 The accountability system includes students with disabilities. 

5.4 The accountability system includes limited English proficient students. 

5.5 The State has determined the minimum number of students sufficient to yield statistically 

reliable information for each purpose for which disaggregated data are used. 

5.6 The State has strategies to protect the privacy of individual students in reporting 
achievement results and in determining whether schools and LEAs are making adequate 
yearly progress on the basis of disaggregated subgroups. 



6.1 Accountability system is based primarily on academic assessments. 

nciple 7: Additional Indicators 



7.1 Accountability system includes graduation rate for high schools. 

7.2 Accountability system includes an additional academic indicator for elementary and middle 
schools. 

7.3 Additional indicators are valid and reliable. 



F 

Pr nciple 8: Separate Decisions for Readinq/Lanquaqe Arts and Mathematics 



8.1 Accountability system holds students, schools and districts separately accountable for 
reading/language arts and mathematics. 



Pr nciple 9: System Validity and Reliability 

F 



9.1 Accountability system produces reliable decisions. 

9.2 Accountability system produces valid decisions. 

9.3 State has a plan for addressing changes in assessment and student population. 



Pr nciple 10: Participation Rate 



10.1 Accountability system has a means for calculating the rate of participation in the statewide 
assessment. 

1 0.2 Accountability system has a means for applying the 95% assessment criteria to student 
subgroups and small schools. 



STATUS Legend: 

F - Final policy 

P - Proposed Policy, awaiting State approval 
W- Working to formulate policy 



Revised August 18, 2006 



4 



Date Approved: pending 




STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

No Child Left Behind in New Jersey 

CONSOLIDATED STATE APPLICATION ACCOUNTABILITY WORKBOOK 



PART II: State Response and Activities for Meeting State 
Accountability System Requirements 



Instructions 

In Part II of this Workbook, States are to provide detailed information for each of 
the critical elements required for State accountability systems. States should 
answer the questions asked about each of the critical elements in the State's 
accountability system. States that do not have final approval for any of these 
elements or that have not finalized a decision on these elements by January 31 , 
2003, should, when completing this section of the Workbook, indicate the status 
of each element that is not yet official State policy and provide the anticipated 
date by which the proposed policy will become effective. In each of these cases, 
States must include a timeline of steps to complete to ensure that such elements 
are in place by May 1, 2003, and implemented during the 2002-2003 school year. 
By no later than May 1 , 2003, States must submit to the Department final 
information for all sections of the Consolidated State Application Accountability 
Workbook. 
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PRINCIPLE 1. A single statewide Accountability System applied to all 
public schools and LEAs. 



CRITICAL ELEMENT 


EXAMPLES FOR 
MEETING STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS 


EXAMPLES OF 
NOT MEETING 
REQUIREMENTS 


1 .1 How does the State 
Accountability System 
include every public 
school and LEA in the 
State? 


Every public school and LEA is 
required to make adequate 
yearly progress and is 
included in the State 
Accountability System. 

State has a definition of “public 
school” and “LEA” for AYP 
accountability purposes. 

• The State Accountability 
System produces AYP 
decisions for all public 
schools, including public 
schools with variant 
grade configurations 
(e.g., K-12), public 
schools that serve 
special populations (e.g., 
alternative public 
schools, juvenile 
institutions, state public 
schools for the blind) and 
public charter schools. It 
also holds accountable 
public schools with no 
grades assessed (e.g., 
K-2). 


A public school or LEA is not 
required to make adequate 
yearly progress and is not 
included in the State 
Accountability System. 

State policy systematically 
excludes certain public 
schools and/or LEAs. 


STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS 


New Jersey has a long established system of accountability which includes rewards and sanctions. 
This system of accountability is applied to all public schools and districts in the state. 

State regulations clearly articulate the requirement for “the annual evaluation of all public schools 
to determine if they are meeting standards” (N.J.A.C. 6A:30- 1.1.). The standards, by which these 
schools will now be evaluated, as outlined in this Accountability Workbook , are based upon 
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) indicators. 

The long established measurement tool for determining schools progress are the state 
assessments. These assessments are designed to measure student mastery of the State’s Core 
Curriculum Content Standards that detail the skills and knowledge expected to be attained by all 
students across the state of New Jersey, including students enrolled in the Katzenbach School for 
the Deaf, as well as those students in state facilities operated by other state agencies. 



Revised August 18, 2006 



6 



Date Approved: pending 




STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

No Child Left Behind in New Jersey 

CONSOLIDATED STATE APPLICATION ACCOUNTABILITY WORKBOOK 



All charter schools are considered LEAs within the State Accountability System and, as such, are 
held to the same accountability requirements as all other schools and districts within the state. 
Those schools without a test grade, e.g., K-2 schools, are linked to their respective receiving 
schools and treated as a single unit for accountability purposes since their outcomes are part of a 
continuum of the curriculum and instructional process. If a receiving school is identified as in 
need of improvement, but the sending school can demonstrate through the occurrence of data 
errors or extraordinary circumstances that warrant review that it has made adequate yearly 
progress, the sending school’s identification as a school in need of improvement will be changed 
and recorded accordingly, since they are challenging the accuracy of the data. 

New Jersey has a small percentage of schools with an enrollment of less than 20 students. These 
schools are included in and are subject to the same State Accountability provisions as any other 
schools within a district and the state. 

New Jersey’s alternative schools are constituted as separate schools subject to the same State 
Accountability provisions as any other schools within a district and the state. (Alternative 
schools serve specific student groups across one or more districts and include: magnet schools, 
specific high schools, vocational education programs, and schools for students housed in state 
facilities.) Although, some alternative programs are constituted as small schools, within larger 
school entities, they are included as part of the regularly constituted school’s accountability 
system. 

New Jersey also has a long-established state vocational-technical school choice system. New 
Jersey’s vocational-technical schools can be operational as a single school located within a 
district or clustered by geographic region and considered a district. In all instances, the full-time 
comprehensive vocational-technical schools are included in the district and State Accountability 
System, as are other public schools. The accountability consequences for these schools/districts 
will be applied contingent of the structure. Shared-time vocational school students are counted in 
the accountability system of the sending schools, since the sending schools still provide and are 
responsible for the academic programs, services and outcomes for these students. 

New Jersey also maintains several school districts which contain only one school. These 
districts/schools can include charter schools, many vocational-technical schools and regional 
schools. Therefore, when applicable these districts/schools will be identified as in need of 
improvement as both a school and as a district, if it meets the identification criteria. In these 
instances, when a school/district is identified as in need of improvement, only the federal 
consequences identified in Section 1 1 16 of the NCLB Act for schools shall apply. 

All students with disabilities who are sent to private schools designed to address their specific 
educational needs are counted in the accountability systems of the sending districts. 

Thus the system is: 

- Inclusive of all public schools and districts, and consistent with new federal regulations; 

- Focused on student performance outcomes; 

- Applied equally across all public schools; and 

- Focused on school improvement. 
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CRITICAL ELEMENT 


EXAMPLES FOR 
MEETING STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS 


EXAMPLES OF 
NOT MEETING 
REQUIREMENTS 


1.2 How are all public schools 
and LEAs held to the 
same criteria when 
making an AYP 
determination? 


All public schools and LEAs 
are systematically judged on 
the basis of the same criteria 
when making an AYP 
determination. 

If applicable, the AYP 
definition is integrated into the 
State Accountability System. 


Some public schools and 
LEAs are systematically 
judged on the basis of 
alternate criteria when making 
an AYP determination. 



STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS 



New Jersey holds all public schools and LEAs to the same criteria for making AYP 
determinations. New Jersey is transitioning from the old system of accountability to the new 
system. As such, the NJDOE Core Curriculum Content Standards that apply to all schools and 
districts in the state have been revised to conform to the new NCLB mandated starting points for 
establishing proficiency. These new starting points (based on 2001-2002 data) along with 
requirements for intermediate goals (based on 2002-2003 data) established to achieve 100% 
proficiency for all students are uniformly applied to all schools and districts in the state. 

New Jersey defines AYP as the proportion of all students and their respective subgroups, meeting 
or exceeding the new state standards annually until 2014, when 100 percent proficiency is 
achieved in language arts literacy and mathematics. 

Beginning in school year 2004-2005, as required, New Jersey began identifying districts as “in 
need of improvement.” In addition, New Jersey prioritizes the technical assistance provided to 
these districts identified as being “in need of improvement” using a triage approach to help those 
districts most in need of assistance and the least able to act on their own, to ensure that the lowest 
achieving districts are served. For purposes of the NCLB Federal requirements, all districts are 
identified as “in need of improvement” when they miss AYP for two consecutive years in the 
same content (subject) areas in all elementary, middle and high school grade levels. However, 
districts that achieve less than 90% of their measured AYP indicators in all schools across the 
district are met and when 50% of the schools within a district have not met AYP measures are 
identified for program improvement and receive priority consideration for technical assistance 
from the SEA. In all instances, the required NCLB consequences are assigned to districts 
identified as being in need of improvement. 
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CRITICAL ELEMENT 


EXAMPLES FOR 
MEETING STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS 


EXAMPLES OF 
NOT MEETING 
REQUIREMENTS 


1 .3 Does the State have, at a 
minimum, a definition of 
basic, proficient and 
advanced student 
achievement levels in 
reading/language arts and 
mathematics? 


State has defined three levels 
of student achievement: 
basic, proficient and 
advanced . 1 

Student achievement levels of 
proficient and advanced 
determine how well students 
are mastering the materials in 
the State’s academic content 
standards; and the basic level 
of achievement provides 
complete information about 
the progress of lower- 
achieving students toward 
mastering the proficient and 
advanced levels. 


Standards do not meet the 
legislated requirements. 


STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS 



The State of New Jersey has established three levels of achievement for its assessment program 
that apply to language arts literacy and mathematics (defined in regulations at N.J.A.C. 6A:8). 
These levels correspond to the three levels identified in federal regulations and guidance and are: 
“Partially proficient” - means a score achieved by a student below the cut score which 
demarks a solid understanding of the content measured by an individual section of any State 
assessment. 

“Proficient” - means a score achieved by a student at or above the cut score which demarks 
a solid understanding of the content measured by an individual section of any State 
assessment. 

“Advanced proficient” - means a score achieved by a student at or above the cut score 
which demarks a comprehensive and in-depth understanding of the knowledge and skills 
measured by a content-area component of any State assessment. 

For technical background on standard setting, please see Peer Review material submitted in 2000 
to the USDOE. 



1 System of State achievement standards will be reviewed by the Standards and Assessments 
Peer Review. The Accountability Peer Review will determine that achievement levels are used in 
determining AYP. 
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CRITICAL ELEMENT 


EXAMPLES FOR 
MEETING STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS 


EXAMPLES OF 
NOT MEETING 
REQUIREMENTS 


1 .4 How does the State 

provide accountability and 
adequate yearly progress 
decisions and information 
in a timely manner? 


State provides decisions 
about adequate yearly 
progress in time for LEAs to 
implement the required 
provisions before the 
beginning of the next 
academic year. 

State allows enough time to 
notify parents about public 
school choice or supplemental 
educational service options, 
time for parents to make an 
informed decision, and time to 
implement public school 
choice and supplemental 
educational services. 


Timeline does not provide 
sufficient time for LEAs to fulfill 
their responsibilities before the 
beginning of the next 
academic year. 



STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS 



To assure accountability for all schools and districts and that information and decisions about 
AYP are made in a timely manner, New Jersey uses data from its state assessment Cycle I reports 
(preliminary data) to determine AYP for the school year. The issuance of AYP decisions from 
the Cycle I report occurs prior to the start of school in September. This ensures that 
districts/schools, where applicable, are able to notify the public and parents about the status of the 
school and accountability sanctions of school choice and SES prior to the start of the school year. 

All state assessments of students in New Jersey takes place in the Spring of each year. The NJ 
assessments are as follows: 

- Grade 1 1 High School Proficiency Assessment (HSPA) 

- Grade Eight Proficiency Assessment (GEPA) 

- Grades Five, Six and Seven - NJ ASK 

- Grades Three and Four - NJ ASK 

Since these assessments include extended writing samples and many open-ended items, the 
established quality control measures undertaken incorporate trained readers with read-behinds 
and/or double scoring for all writing samples and two reporting cycles as follows: 

Cycle I - reports preliminary individual student results to districts and schools for initial 
review; rescoring may be requested based on this report; any miscoding at the student level is 
also identified at this time. 
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Cycle II - reports out final individual student results along with summary data for school, 
district and subgroup performance. Additionally, all amended data from Cycle I reports are 
integrated into the Cycle II report. 





NJ ASK 3& 4 and 
NJ ASK (5) 


NJ ASK (6 & 7) 
and 

GEPA -Grade 8 


HSPA -Grade 
11 


Cycle I results issued by test 
vendors 


June 


June 


June 


AYP Reports completed 
and sent to districts/schools 


July 


July 


July 


District/schools notify 
public of AYP status and 
sanctions of school 
choice/SES offered 


August 


August 


August 



During the late winter, the Cycle II assessment results are calculated to incorporate amended data. 
Districts/schools are then notified of the outcomes. 

If the district/school believes that the annual AYP determination has been made in error, there is 
an appeal process. 
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CRITICAL ELEMENT 


EXAMPLES FOR 
MEETING STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS 


EXAMPLES OF 
NOT MEETING 
REQUIREMENTS 


1 .5 Does the State 

Accountability System 
produce an annual State 
Report Card? 


The State Report Card 
includes all the required data 
elements [see Appendix A for 
the list of required data 
elements]. 

The State Report Card is 
available to the public at the 
beginning of the academic 
year. 

The State Report Card is 
accessible in languages of 
major populations in the State, 
to the extent possible. 

Assessment results and other 
academic indicators (including 
graduation rates) are reported 
by student subgroups 


The State Report Card does 
not include all the required 
data elements. 

The State Report Card is not 
available to the public. 


STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS 





In accordance with state law, New Jersey has produced annual report cards for all 
schools in the state since 1995. The New Jersey School Report Card contains over 
thirty fields of information in five categories as follows: school environment, 
student information, student performance indicators, staff information, and district 
finance data. The issue date is the first Wednesday of February when every school- 
level report can be viewed on the Department of Education’s Web site. 

In 2002, the state began issuing an additional report for each school that contains 
the data specifically required by NCLB. It includes the test results with NCLB 
conditions applied for determining AYP; the school’s and district’s AYP status; 
highly qualified teacher information; and the applicable secondary measures of 
attendance for elementary and middle schools and dropout rate for secondary 
schools. Because the state collects all of the required NCLB data for each school 
and district, it reports the school-, district-, and state-level data required by NCLB 
on the NJDOE Web site. 

In August, every district receives a preliminary report from the NJDOE showing 
each school’s AYP status based on preliminary (cycle I) test data. Each school’s 
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AYP profile and yearly NCLB status is posted on the NJDOE’s Web site. Once the 
assessment data has been finalized and the Alternate Proficiency Assessment scores 
for special education students have been included, the districts and schools receive a 
final AYP status report. The same process is used to notify districts about their 
yearly AYP status. Once the final AYP reports are released to the districts and 
schools, there is an appeal period. 

When the AYP appeal process is completed, the state issues the NCLB Report that 
shows school-, district-, and state-level information in the required fields. This 
report is linked to the New Jersey School Report Card so that the public can view 
all information in the same location. 

The NCLB report is presented in English and Spanish as are the accompanying 
guides to understanding the report’s data and calculating AYP. There is an 
additional report that contains state-level statistics in both English and Spanish 
versions. 
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CRITICAL ELEMENT 


EXAMPLES FOR 
MEETING STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS 


EXAMPLES OF 
NOT MEETING 
REQUIREMENTS 


1 .6 How does the State 


State uses one or more types 


State does not implement 


Accountability System 


of rewards and sanctions, 


rewards or sanctions for public 


include rewards and 


where the criteria are: 


schools and LEAs based on 


sanctions for public 
schools and LEAs? 2 


• Set by the State; 

• Based on adequate 
yearly progress 
decisions; and, 

• Applied uniformly 
across public schools 
and LEAs. 


adequate yearly progress. 



STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS 



The State accountability system incorporates a reward and sanction system. The rewards include 
recognition programs for both outstanding educators and model schools. This reward system has been 
modified to now focus on ensuring that all schools (Title I and non-Title I funded) identified for recognition 
meet the new AYP standards. Likewise, educators selected will represent schools and classrooms in which 
all students perform to high standards, and in which rewards are closely linked to student performance. 
Also, it should be noted that the New Jersey State Board of Education recognizes outstanding students at 
their monthly public meetings. 

New Jersey’s recognition programs include: 

- Best Practices/Star Schools; 

- Blue Ribbon Schools; 

- Governor’s School of Excellence; 

- Presidential Awards in Mathematics and Science Teaching; 

- Fulbright Scholar Programs; 

- 2001 New Jersey Teacher Fellowship in Biodiversity; 

- GIFT program (Gift Initiative for Teachers); 

- Woodrow Wilson National Fellowship Core Institutes; 

- Chevron Education Awards - Best Classroom Practices in Math and Science; 

- Presidential Awards for Educational Excellence and Improvement, and 

- Rutgers Academic Challenge. 



2 The state must provide rewards and sanctions for all public schools and LEAs for making 
adequate yearly progress, except that the State is not required to hold schools and LEAs not 
receiving Title I funds to the requirements of section 1 1 1 6 of NCLB [§200.1 2(b)(40)]. 
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New Jersey also currently maintains an evaluation system that includes sanctions for all public schools and 
LEAs (N.J.A.C. 6A:30 and N.J.S.A. 18A:7A-14 and 18A:7F-6(b)). On an annual basis, a review of 
assessment results for all schools (Title I and non-Title I funded) is completed through the Quality 
Assurance Annual Report (Q.A.A.R.) and the annual school report card. These reports include, but are not 
limited to, performance indicators, assessment results, average daily attendance, student drop-out rate, 
budgets, audits, and a review of the school objectives. For these schools and LEAs not meeting standard 
performance, a corrective action plan is required. 

Additionally, every seven years an evaluation of specific documentation and on-site compliance monitoring 
is conducted for every school for state certification purposes. Within this certification system, dependent 
on performance of each school within the district, a district may be designated as follows: 

Level I - districts that have achieved full certification 

Conditional Certification - Districts with identified deficiencies that are correcting these issues 
without the need for additional monitoring or technical assistance, within a specified period. 

Level II - Districts that fail one or more of the evaluation standards and have been determined to need 
additional monitoring or technical assistance within a specified time period. 

Level III - districts that fail to correct the deficiencies identified in Level II; or 

State Takeover - occurs when the state deems that the performance of a school or the entire district 
warrants its operation being under the control of the state. 

Decisions about consequences for not meeting AYP are not in conflict with the state’s current evaluation 
and monitoring system. Rather the state’s system is incorporated into the accountability system and treated 
as a first step toward assisting schools and districts and will not delay implementation of the federally 
mandated timelines for applying sanctions to schools identified as in need of improvement. Schools that 
receive Title I funds are required to adhere to all NCLB sanctions and rewards that relate to student 
performance inclusive of offering school choice and supplemental educational services if they are identified 
for improvement. Furthermore, if they continue in that status for three years, they are subject to corrective 
action; if they continue in that status for a fourth year, they are subject to restructuring. 

Schools that do not receive Title I funds are incorporated in the accountability system for monitoring 
student performance and are held to the same standards for making adequate yearly progress. The 
sanctions and rewards for these schools are linked to the annual review of assessment results completed 
through the established Quality Assurance Annual Report (Q.A.A.R.) and the annual school report card. 



Revised August 18, 2006 



15 



Date Approved: pending 




STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

No Child Left Behind in New Jersey 

CONSOLIDATED STATE APPLICATION ACCOUNTABILITY WORKBOOK 



PRINCIPLE 2. All students are included in the State Accountability System. 



CRITICAL ELEMENT 


EXAMPLES FOR 
MEETING STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS 


EXAMPLES OF 
NOT MEETING 
REQUIREMENTS 


2.1 How does the State 


All students in the State are 


Public school students exist in 


Accountability System 


included in the State 


the State for whom the State 


include all students in the 


Accountability System. 


Accountability System makes 


State? 


The definitions of “public 
school” and “LEA” account for 
all students enrolled in the 
public school district, 
regardless of program or type 
of public school. 


no provision. 



STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS 



Recently adopted amendments to existing state regulations require that all students must be 
included in the State assessment program and assessed annually. Formerly, limited English 
proficient (LEP) students were excluded for up to three years. This exemption has been revoked. 
Beginning in school year 2001-2002, exemptions for students with disabilities were disallowed 
and the Alternative Proficiency Assessment (APA) was administered for the first time statewide 
(N.J.A.C. 6A:8-4). 

All public schools, including those without test grades, will also be counted into the State’s 
accountability system. All schools without test grades will be counted as one unit with their 
respective receiving schools. This will ensure closer vertical alignment of instructional services. 
Special education students served in proprietary schools will be counted in the sending schools’ 
accountability system, which will ensure that placement decisions are reviewed closely at the 
school and district level for optimum student academic performance. 

Thus, all students in all schools will be included in the statewide accountability system. There are 
no exemptions from participating in the assessment, and all state schools are held accountable for 
student performance. 
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CRITICAL ELEMENT 


EXAMPLES FOR 
MEETING STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS 


EXAMPLES OF 
NOT MEETING 
REQUIREMENTS 


2.2 How does the State 


The State has a definition of 


LEAs have varying definitions 


define “full academic 


“full academic year” for 


of “full academic year.” 


year” for identifying 


determining which students are 




students in AYP 


to be included in decisions 


The State’s definition excludes 


decisions? 


about AYP. 


students who must transfer 
from one district to another as 




The definition of full academic 


they advance to the next 




year is consistent and applied 
statewide. 


grade. 

The definition of full academic 
year is not applied 
consistently. 



STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS 



To ensure compliance with State regulatory requirements at N.J.A.C. 6A:8-4.4, a full academic 
year is defined as the term that begins on July 1 and ends on or about June 30. (This date was 
established to accommodate the start of the district/school fiscal year and the allowance of 
academic programs and services offered to students prior to September.) Any student enrolling in 
a school or district for the first time after July 1, up to the test administration date, will not have 
been considered to be enrolled for a full academic year. However, for making decisions related to 
AYP, a full academic year will begin on July 1 to the test administration date. 

New Jersey will not include in the accountability system the results of any student enrolled less 
than one full academic year in a school for school accountability, or in a district for district 
accountability. This does not discount from a district’s accountability system those students who 
transfer from one school to another within a district. 

One month prior to the state test date, schools must submit their class rosters of students to the 
test publisher. Test booklets are then sent out printed with students’ names. Another safe guard 
that has always been part of the New Jersey system is a make-up period for every test. This make- 
up period affords greater opportunity to ensure that a minimum of 95 percent of all students 
enrolled will be tested as required. Following the established make-up test period, all unused 
booklets must be returned and accounted for by the school or district. Discrepancies must be 
addressed to the satisfaction of the NJDOE. This ensures that all students enrolled in a school, at 
a test grade, are included in the assessment. 

These two measures ensure high participation rates. Data collected and reported on past 
administrations show that New Jersey currently meets or exceeds the minimum 95 percent 
participation rate. This participation rate will now be monitored for total student, as well as for 
subgroup participation. 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
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CRITICAL ELEMENT 


EXAMPLES FOR 
MEETING STATUTORY 
REQUIREMENTS 


EXAMPLES OF 
NOT MEETING 
REQUIREMENTS 


2.3 How does the State 
Accountability System 
determine which students 
have attended the same 
public school and/or LEA 
for a full academic year? 


State holds public schools 
accountable for students who 
were enrolled at the same 
public school for a full 
academic year. 

State holds LEAs accountable 
for students who transfer 
during the full academic year 
from one public school within 
the district to another public 
school within the district. 


State definition requires 
students to attend the same 
public school for more than a 
full academic year to be 
included in public school 
accountability. 

State definition requires 
students to attend school in 
the same district for more than 
a full academic year to be 
included in district 
accountability. 

State holds public schools 
accountable for students who 
have not attended the same 
public school for a full 
academic year. 


STATE RESPONSE AND STATE ACTIVITIES FOR MEETING REQUIREMENTS 


New Jersey collects class rosters and verifies student information before issuing test booklets. This process 
occurs approximately one month before the test administration date. At this time, information regarding 
date of enrollment will be collected and recorded on the individual student data sheet. Students enrolled 
after July 1, of any given school year, will be considered to have been enrolled less than one full academic 
year. This information will be collected for both the school and district level. 

If enrolled in the school less than a year, but within the district for more than a year, the student assessment 
results will be counted in the district’s accountability, but not the school’s. Students not in the school or 
district for one full academic year will be included in the state’s accountability system. As noted earlier, 
districts are encouraged to review their intradistrict transfer policies. Stability in school enrollment 
contributes to improved student learning. 

A statewide student-level data management system that will allow the state to track individual attendance 
and mobility information is under development. 
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